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not declare it shall avoid the contract, it is
not perceived how the defendant could avail
himself of this ground to defeat a recovery’
—Bth Whe., 365. The demurrer in l‘o
caso of Qwens was probably filed because of
this decision in the case of Flickner-—that
eoch o defotice was not -admisssble under
the same charter, and after the csuse went
back, was again u}i‘ad. n':zd gain %ms 1o the
Supre Court, thou at that e wupon
n_-lfncmn_:u., u)r'sthey delibantﬂil:l-
hera 10 the decision in the case of Flickner.

In our view of the case, in-2d Peters, i1
doea net suMiain the position of counsel, thay
the contraet in the case bofore by ig void;
could only be anthority fér thzy position in a

'ate of cage,in which the coutract was left

uannffectad by any stavile such as ours.—

Every dedlsion gited by

courg oceurred
between individoals, thl::‘ho":ﬁkng that it

was not intended to draw any distinctien as
to the validity of the centract between s ma-
tural and an artificial . parzon.

ils reasoning or awtherity.

The easo of the Bank of Chilicothe vw.
Swayne and al, 8 Qhlio, 257, was likewise
urged as amauthority fer the samo position,

but dees not susiain it.

On the coMtrary, the court reviews the
whole trgin of previows decisions in thai
State and in Pennsylvaitia, on the subject of
usury, sud in conclusion says, “upon the
whola we entertaipthe wpigicn that the con-
tract is not veid, as being against the general
law of the State upen the subject of inier-

est."

The judgment in that cssgwas for the de-
fandants upon ayotier point to be herealler
coneidered meore st large==and that point
cannot e mors concisely stated than in the

language of the court itsell: “*This contract

is void, not because the rate of interest is

greater than the rate allowed by the general
law of the land, but becaute it 1gs0ch a con.
tract a8 the plaintlfs had no power or capa-
cily 1o make,”

The same question’arcze in the Philadel.
phia lcan company ys Touner, 13 Conn., 240,
it was thers held that the-bank was on the
seme fooling with individuale, as to usurous
centracts, Lyon we Siate Bank-of Alabama,
I Stewart 484, is an_express anthority, that

where a bank exceeds the rate of interest
allowad by its charler, but- dees not trams-

cend the general usury law, te contract is
not usurous, or otherwisawold for illegality.
In this eonclusion we conesr.

It is insisted lasily, that if mgre" inlerest
is received than i allowed by the charter,
the contract is void, because of want of ca-
pacity in the cerporation te make it.

Tharules for the ¢onsiruction of corporata
powers have been frequently laid dewn;

perhaps there is none gore just, comprehen-

vive and applicable than that to-/de feund
in Angell & Anies, 140, adopted in 8 Gill &
Jolhinsion, 312, “In deciding*whether a cor-
poration ean mako a particular contract, we
are to consider in the first place, whether its
charter, or somn_statate binding upon, for-

bid® or permits it 1e make such contract; and

if the charter and valid statutery law are

silent upon the subject, in the second place,

whether a power te make such a coniract

raay not be implied on the part of the cor-
poration, as directly pr indirectly necessary
to enable it to fulfil ‘iﬁt purpese ol it2 exis-
tence, or whether the cofitfact is entirely
foreign to that purpese.’ _
The powers to Joan money, to igsue bills
and notes—1o accepl setirities and teceive
paymen!, are necessary ‘to the exisieace of
cvery banking institution.

of what isiroplied by t

it

sich power, " 4
There #8"thid"distipétion between the con-

tracts of anindiwdual and of a corporation :

“The former can do all acts and make all
contracts,'which atp not in tbe eyo of the
law, inconsistegd with the general good o
society: Thedsitercan make only such, as
are conneoled with the pyrpose for which
it was created; and which are necessary
either directlg or indirgetly (o answer the
cnd and oljeet for which il was institoled,’
(Angell & Ames 139) whth this difference
the acts of each should be viewed in the
same light, In other words, if & corporation
makes a contract in regerd to a matter fairly
in tho scope of its charter, the construction
should bé the same as in the'case of an in-
dividua), Upon anothor branch of the case,
we hay@yshown; that a bank, except so far
as exempled or resirained by the terms ol
its charter, @Wubject to the general laws of
of the lund, pracisely asa | I

‘ll roma_m;a lo enguire uhmun ::n‘s;‘-
qu n %}!Frm n exce
-Iimltlﬁ-c' suthority entrested to

‘Nim. Tak of 1 partaership,
n

. which more nearly re
than ang other Ech partber i¥ m
ited agent of all, and as WNg a8 ke acts in
mutters within the §cops and olijects of the
parinerahip, all Hre boumd. Bt if one make
& contract enti foreign to the pu

_and object of stahip, the rest are
not bound.  Dat s he mukes a cog-

s tmmct emigecing somd mullers w
wcope :mniuu of the'y
tract void, or only the latior pc
We answor onl _
agreemsnt aa

»

But it dees
go the length contended for, we do not be-
lieve that it is in sceordance with-either of
the previous or eubsequeyt decisions of the
sarne august iribunal, and the cenviagions of
our own jodgment cannot be surrendered to

Without them
it corld not cunduct its business, and their
enumoration ig but anunfelding of the idea,
term bank. When
it does any of these things, il is strictly
within the !)r.-._'u"{a _(:f is powers, and the
act so far from he;flg f'ul'l:igll to the purpose
of ite institution, is entirely subservient to
Every one admits (nat @ bank may dis-
count a note, unless it be s;.‘ﬂt-‘m”." restrain-
ed; but the argument here is, (ha! it bas no
power 1o discount a note al a groaisr rate
of interest thamecharter allows; if y$ w788
the note issvoid; becauss of the want o

ho{ Theao

tle ¢t sl vs Crowther, 1 Cromptor & Jervis
Exet. 318, Baley on 5% The
lo iu the eamea in case of agency, though
this has been sometimes doubted. .

Lotd Coke thus laid down the rule “where
a man-doth less than the commandment or
suthority committed unto him, there the
comiaspdmernt or authority being not pi
puod, the act is void; and, where a men de
that which he is authorized to do,and me
there it is good for that which is warrantedy
and void for the rest.

Co. Lit. 258, This, however, ia the genesl
rule, and it is recognized by the ablest met-
ern writers, 2 Kent's Com. 617, Siongfon
Agency 158. “Of course it cannol sgply
where the boundaries betweon the exiies
and the rightful execution are not disfin-
goishable. The cases of excessive appint-
ments under powers for the purpose, Which
are holden to be void at law, thougiigood
in equity, scem (o counstilute exceplighs to
this qulel The articles of partnersiiiasso-
ciation, or the letter of attorney fofm th
rule of government in these instancesijust
as the charter does in the case of ab
The moment it is established that b
included in the general terms of the
regulating interest, all doubt and
are gt an end. Jf the words of that
were that no person or bank shall |
there would be no ronm to conte
whole contrict is void for want
any more than for account of uso
are by construction within its ter
sult to precisely the same as |
expressly named.  Indeed

son for the application of &

Tion to the contract of a ban
gard to a matter within the &
charter, different from that w
an individual. The cases excep
Obio, according to cur unde
treat them in the same wey.
tion does an act against the prohi

statute it is void; 70 of an indiwdusl. If
it violates a statute suc®as a lyw in res-
traint of banking, its contracts js void; so
of an individual, 1If it does an ict foreign
to the purposes of its institation, it is void;
go in reference 1o a partnership. If it has
power to a limited extent and jgoes beyond
ity the excess may be avoided; so of an
agent. The almost countl cases on the
subject of taking more interght than is allow-
ed by their charter, or gemeral law of the
land put them on the sagle footing with in-
dividuals, with the sioghe exception of the
case in Obio. If theghiform testimony of
Courtsand Judges settle any point, it
is settled that the gét of a bank in taking
excessive interest j# viewed preciscly as the

that lh-e
power,
il banks

| is Do rea-

governs
that in 8th
ding,’ all

io established a principle
een, and as it has been strong-

, it requires some examina-

ded, as we conceive, up-
on a misapplicatiof of principles. For ex-
ample here follows® portion® of its reason-
Ing, and that too, which is the turning point
of the decision. court says, ‘“fora
corporation created for $he purposes of con-
tracting a rail road, or of\acting as a library
association, to carry on biinking operations,
and to claim to do it under iig charter, would
be absurd unless the power, so to do, was
expressly or by implication aushorized in its
charter. If an age#t is reltrxed by the
power received from his priagiple, il the
Legislture of the State cannot u\nscend the
powers delegated in the comstitution, wuch
less can a corporation go beyond the charter
by which it exists.” Now theseprinciples
are all updeniable. If a corporu%l mukes
a contract entirely foreign to the litp(xs
of its institution, as in case a rail rgad cOh-
peany or library association altempts Mo carry

a want of power in refference to the subject
| miatter, unless thero is some genekyl law to
epca it Batif the agent exceed Mis author-
ity the ot isnow void, ifa goodglh be sep-
rated froon the bad as we ke already
shewen. i & Legielature pass aiic! which
ranscend the £oi8titution, it is veithon!y for
the excess, as hag besn often decidell. ‘The
first principle advensu lo, 48 1o &gntact
foreign to the purposes oi the insijution,
had pothif to do with the cJve bafore the
court, because it was an act ot'i‘lu'ki‘ alone
by a bank. The last was misapplicdy be-
cause (he nct was only an exceeding of the
power, which was not veid, excepty fu”
the excess. 'The court had already statad
in the same casa, that by the law of Ohig,
tho taking of usury by the bank, did not g
vent it from recovering principal and lggal
interest.  That was ia our view, in act
dance with all previous decisions, sh ekd
of thecoatroversy and the act of the bany

m |

Yet both these rules}y
have divers exceplions and limitations ™y

what is settled in any other

our notice, upén this poiit of

on banking,the act is void, simply because of

-

wiht of power: but place it upon the same
hng with individuale. Tt may be with
iotp to remark, that the Kentocky statate
ipak the subject of usury, in force at the
e of the making of the note sued on, like
e English statute of Ann, avoided all con-
ts ineflected with usury. That the ques-
n a8 lo power, wis not considered by the
gourt, may be inferred from the circumsiance
@hat in the case of Flickner in 8th Wheaton,
he same court had decided, that s violation
the charter of the bauk, in this very thing
of taking more interest than was aflowed,
could only be reached by a proceeding on
the part of the government; the defendant
bad nothing to do-with it; in the case of
Owens, this point is not alluded to, but in
Oth Peters, they say they deliberafely adhere
to it. Theyadhere to the principle, not that
the defendant might not set up usury asa
defence wilere there was a usury statule
against the contract, but that he should net
set up in 2 collatgral proceeding,a violafon
of the charter—in.other worde, a want of
power to make the contract, That thisis
the dectrine established by these cases, i

, | 8till more manifest, becasue in the case

Wagoner in 9th Peters, they make the case
turn exclusively upon théquestion of usury,
precisely as if the note had been given to
an indigidual. Lhe cane of Swavne is against
the care of Owens; so far as it takes the
statutes of usury of Ohio ipto consideration,
itis against it 100; at all events it is against
the case in 9th Peters, on the point that a
want of power cam be inquired into in that
collateral way. The Obio case takes the
principle which was, in 2d Peters applied to
a charter containing & prohibitien to take
more than 6 par cent, interest, and in which
the statate law e Jand produced.no
modification, and, 110 a.similar char-
ter; but in a Siate ‘the general law
relieved the party fro y losa beyond the
excess of interest. it was amisapplicarion of
the principle, and A misapprehension of the
ground en which the other case rests. Re-
gurded as a question of usury, the courts
would consider of it In an action between
the parties to the contract—as a question of
power thev refuse to take cognizance of it,
in acollateral way, We think, then, that
Swayne's case, ptanding as it does alone,
upon this point, cannot be followed. It is
entirely distinct from that large class of cases
in which a corporation makes contracts en-
tirely foreign to the powers of ils creation
as indicated in its charter—these are voi

upon general principles. ;

The doctrines laid down in Flickney
case, Sth Wh,, has been followed by some
of the most respectable ceurts in tlse Union,
Chestar Glass Co. vs. Dury, 6 Mass,, 102,
Silver Lake Bank vs. North; 4th Johns, Ch.
370, Angell & Ames 146. The Bank vs.
Portisux, & Ran, 143. AWportion of the
opinion of the court in the last case, so well
illustrates the point, that I cannot forbear
transcribing 4t, **it would be extremely in-
convenient, if every contractor with onotf
the banks could, for the purpose of avoiding
his contract, institute the enquiry whether
the bank bad violated it charter. This
case does not fall within the principle of
1 Wilson vs. Spencer, 1 Rand. 76. " In that
case, an association of individuals dealt in
a manner entirely prohibited by law,and a
contract founded on those unlawful deealings,
was decided to be+void. In this case the
statutes do-not prohibit the purchase of real
property by the banks, but only limit the ex-
tent of such purchases; and the question
whether they have or- have not exceeded
the limit prezcribed to them, is not fit to be
tried in this suit and st the instance of this
party.” '

I thin®® thea it may be gafely concluded
that this question of power does not inter-
fere with our conclusion, and that when a
bank discounts a note io its usual coarse of
business, if it should coinmit usury, it is sull-
ject to precisely the same law for so doing
with an individual.

Usury has now ceased to be considerod a
crime, 1 How. 590,600. It is unlawfol to
the extent it is made so by statute and no
further. I in this State a contract violates
the statutes, it may be inforced for the prin-
cipal -sum, incurring the Joss of interest.—
The good may be severed from the bad, the
legal from \he illegal——and by the best de-
visions,recovery may be had in all such cases
for the-part which, is good, the whole not be-
ing void. United States va. Bradly, 10 Pe-
ters 360, Pigets Case. 11 Co, 27, Newgman
vs. Newman 4 M & Slew, 66+ _ .

There is another feature of thi '
{ which should not be averlooked. Tm
yract on ihe part of the bank ui; executed,

y.tha opposite party is secured in (he in-
;:;n“" of the fruits'beyond disturbance:
How then can be object to,1he want of pow-
er? In England the rule thul-a corporate
act 1o be binding must be-under seal, is still

tc that extent legalized. To hold othen
is 1o allow to the bank the benefit of the geng
eral law, in one particular, and to depnve
of the same benefit in another. The coun
in Ohio in conclusion rests itsdecision, as i
the poiut of want of power, upon the case
of Owens 2d Peters. That case does not
gmin the pnugo.u _'The culm.‘i!n_tho e;:
wens says in the passage already quo
“the question then is, wether such contracts

[ 'The question of
the bank, is not once alluded to:~it is de-
cided enti general prinei and

n Ak .' upon | . ;
fpfad| vy v it Lt e

£ statute, or againste public policy.

re void in lJaw upon general principles | ®
power or want of power, in (5

not go to show, that the contract '-

rigidiy®adhered to exue® perhaps in com-
mz transsctions, and 1 cangot make a
valid of lands, unless uad'Sr ils corpo-
rate seal. If.it mho::l' quoel;-"ﬂ’ h;t;
not under ils corporate it coula 0!

, d‘::nn it, snd therefore shall not sce
it ofifers to.
| wilht ‘ef entire matuality. Bat if it has
ille such y and the otber party has
njpyed the promises, the corporation may
@gnd recover,Mayor and tion of
Wlford vs. Till, 4 Bing. 75 Chit.

Awe r:ciiainilme_emyh _ of
e :
o A g R

{ R

of the bamk, in regard to contracts
2 months to run, containg no

e

b bank it that instanco was void for

-

perform, because or aj

is that the | P

this rgapect it differs
B"mc = 8
have endeavored to show, 1hat the prin-
ciple of want of pawer cannot be made to
operate T this case, but even if mistaken
in this, it m:lg,g benefit the defendant in
error, It is clear that the bank had the

sued on, and reserve ¢ \cent discotnt,
which-is all that ®as done. If it bad not the
power to make the additional stipufation,
about the cotton and the demestic exchange,
that is the part which fails for want of pow-
er. *“Where adistinct limitation or appoint-
ment is-made according to the power and
another distincglimitalion or appointment is
made, though T the same igstroment ex-
ceeding the power, the former is even
at law, apd the latter will be held void.”"—
Sugden on Powers, iii, 550; 6 Story Agen.
150. Thus even in a class of cases, which
séem to form an exception to the ral
rule as before stated, if the good may be
seperated from the bad, the sound from the
unsound, it ie done. By the application of
iis tule, the nole in this case is sustained.,
ut we desire the case to rest-upon the gen.

upon. any exception, and we think it ma
safély stand upga them. 3

Some apolog¥ may be necessary for the
unusval lengtief this opiniony it may be
found in the facl,that'we were admonished
that many other cdses in_this and the infe-
rior courts'awaited our decision. Jt was
therefore not deemed sufficient to state 'the
mere result of our fnquiries without alse
making known the process of reasoning by
which we reached the conclosion.

Oan the whole are -of opinion that a
corporation is subject to the constitution and
general laws of the land, in force at the
time of its creafion, and applicable to its
condition, precisely as a natural person, ex-
cept so far as its charter bhas confered ex-
emplions, or imposed restrictions. The
charge of the court below departs (rom this
priaciple, in declaring that the contract if
usurious is wholly void. The judgment is
therefore reversed, and the cause remanded
for a new trial, to be goverened by the prin-
ciples herel#aid down.

Judgement reversed,
CLAYTON.
Junce TurNER concurs. -

Tz Locvsrs.—-To PosTaasTers axp Epr-
TORS.— 1 his singular insect is at this time
amusing the people in various parts of the
United States. Bot as ii appears in one
year in one seclion, and in dnnother year in
another, it is a mater of great intrest in na-
taral history to asceriain the boundares and
extent of territory ocupied by each family
or distriet. I anounced, a few days since,
that | had ascertainéd the existemnce of six-
tecn .different districis—since then I have
discovered two more, making eighteen dis-
tricts or families of lecusts. If each post
master in places where locusts appear will
dropme a line, stating the facts of their ap-
pearauce at his location, [ shall Le able 1o
make out a map of each district, embracing
every state, county4own, &e., occopied by
each family of locusts. This will give lit-
tle trouble tojthe postimasters,and will be of
great service to the developement of the
natural history of our conntry. I will also

the information requiredses above, a book,
containing the whole patural hisfory of the
insect. The editors who shall copy this ar-
ticel and send me a copy of the paper con-
taining it, I will also send a copy of the book
above mentioned, whenspublised. If ed-
itors of papers and postmasters comply with
this requeat,l shall be able to present to them
the history of the most curious insect of
world. It must be obvious that nothing but
the agehiey of the post masters and editors,
as above' can accomplish the object; and 1
ask it of them, the more freely, because I
can have no personal intrest inif:
GIDEON B. SMITH, M. D.
_ Baltimore, (Md.) June 14, 1843,

Speaking of the President’s journey and
his reception by different communities and
gatherings of the pegple, the New York Ex-
press says that *“‘net ome of the numereus
speaches which havé been addressed to him
from hetims We get eut from Washinglon
un% lﬁ_m.'w’ ork made the mos¥ distant
allugion to his re-election; net a shout from
the member of any crowd, nor a banner nor
inseription of any kind'from any duarter has
been heard of, which had a tendency_o con-
vey the slightest indication te the Fresidqnt
that there was.a voter who intended ‘to sup-
port him at the nmext contest.” This is cer-
tainly” a remarkabls fact, and the Express
saye that it hag reason to believe, upon in-
formation from s variety of sou at the
fact has net escaped the President’¥ notice.
“The séle ohject,” mays the Exprees, “of
the extraordinary attentions ef our locgfoco
city rulers was to obtain | n of the
few remaining offices now in the hands of
the whigs; but they did hot dare to bid so
high 8s t0 offer him their suppert.”’

3_” onal A '

_!Mou CAUSE X, Tiom:' = ?;:Iu me‘,
.~It appears the Mon s

. the incendiarism which was E:'l;eqmm
an the frontier during the Canadian troubles
two or thyee yaare ago, has been recommen-

-
er.

Con. 22), |ced. During the las: week ene dwelling|
house and fhmﬁlin the wicinit n"

¥ i ';:: m u ::!
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power under its charter to discovat the note |

eral principles herein laid .down, rather than |

send to every post master, who will send me?

J cotion.

of| Santa Fe and the city of Me;
in .

~ YAZOO CITY:

Wriday. July?14, 1848.

HENRY CLAY,

OF CKY.
KENTU

WHIG BOND-PAYING TICKET.

, POR GOVERNOR,

George R. Clityton,
Of Lowndes County.
FOR SECRETARY OF -STATE,

' :Leqia G: Gallaway, -

Of Holmes county.
: FOR TRRASURER,
William Hardeman,
Of Madisen county. *®
FOR AUDITOR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS,

Luke Lea, of Hinds.

WHIG TICKET. '

For Tae Hovse. or Rerrrsexrarifes,

W. R. MILES,
BENJ, LEWIS.

The Eighth Volume.
The present number commences the 8tr
voLUME OF THE Wmie, We have struggled
on for the last eight yesrs against disadvan.
tages and disappointments in pécuniary af-
fairs; but thanks to the liberality of the pub-
lic and our own endeavors, we have been
enabled to weather the storm, and furnish
the patrens of the Waie with a newspaper
(we believe) well #lled with 2
“ The passing tidings of the times.” :
In presemiing ihe first number of a new
volume to the public, we weuld suggest o
our numerous debtors, the propriety of an
immediate liguidation of the sums due us;
we haveto pay cash for paper, ink, journey-
men, and all materials requisite in our office,
sad it is not 1o be expected that we can de
this, unless we can collect the accounts due
us for work dene. Wy hope this will be
taken .into consideration, and the difficulty
speedily removed. We make ne promises
as to the further usefulness of the Whig—
its appagrance and editorials must speak for
them =,

-

Colien Bonds.

We publish this week, the highly impor-
tant decision by the Supreme Court of this
State, on what has been familllary known as
the Cotton Bond cases of the Banks,

The decission was delivered by Judge
CraxToxn in the case of the Commercial Bank
of Manchester vs. John 1. Nelan, taken up
from this county, and covers the whole
greund of defenee set up by the shippers of
It is mest able and alike creditable
to the talents and integrity of our Supreme
Judiciary. ' -

The Steamer Volant.

This excellent boil having been compelled
to undergo seme repairing, left this place on
Wednesday last for New Orleans for that
purpose. She wgill bs absent about two
weeks, when she will again be at her post
mgkifig her reghlar trips.

(= We are_again under obligations to

Capt. Wallis 'of the Volant, for late New
Orleans and Cinciangli papers.

: Fields
o&e Hon. Groree R. Cravron, the Whig
; idate for ;dﬁnrnr. has entered noble
inte the work of cinvaseing the State;he ad-
dressed the citizens of Madison county at
Canton on Monday last. We hope to have
him im Yazoe sherily.

07 The great length of Judge Clayton's
bank decieion, has prevented us {rom having
our ususl quantity of sdilorial and selected
matier in to-day’s paper. - |
Legnsiana Eucrion.—Se far as returns
have been received from Louisiana it appears
tbat the whigs are licked. - Slidell (dem.) is
slected in the fifst distriet, White (whig) is
supposed to be re-elected in the sesend dis-
triet, and Dawson (dem.) is thought to be

lected in the third district.
Kendall of the Picayune and Ex-Tezan
prisoner, makes it a “pint” to drink a

i

- im

be thiraty that day.
ol be had. the resolution
rly famithed, marching s prisoner

w
o
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_The Oration anw.'wmu
» Bunker Hil ration on the 17th ult.,
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\ The Legisiature.
The two Houses met st the Capitol 2t 10

o’clock, 4. u., eg Menday last, in pursuance

b “ the wu frun the Governer. ‘,a" ‘l‘i‘

nizing,a jelnt committee was gppointed to
wait on his Excellensy and inform him that
both Houses had srganized, and were ready
to receive apy commumicaiian he had to
ake to them. The Gevernor informed the
Commitiee that he was not at that time pre~

| pared te make any communication to them,

but would be at 12 o’clock, M., on Tuesday.
It is said that the mesting between the Com-
mittee and his Excellency was a rich scene.
The House adfourned, after a #hort session,
until Tuesday, w0 allow the Democratic Cen-
ventien the use of the Halll

The Democratic StateConvention.

* The great Demoecratic Biste Convention
met at Jackson on Monday last at 5 o'cleck,
F. M., and orgamized by electing Jessze
Seeionr, Esq., of Lowndes, President, and
Wm. M. Smyth, of Claiborne, Secretary.—
There was quite a full attendaf®e of dele-
gates; what they will accomplish remazins to
be seen. There appeared te pe some dissatis-
faction among the delegates gemerally, not-
withstanding a good many patristic and
JSeeling speeches weré®made for the purpese
of pouring oil upon the treubled waters.—
The Hon. R. J. Walker addressed the Con.
vention for abeut half an honr, in which he
endeavered to demelish the Whig party but
made a most signg) failure. The Hon. Pew-
hattan Ellis, Ex-Mexican Minister, was in-
vited to addres$ the convention, but declin-
ed the homor; being, we presume, foo lazy

to talk. . = .
The Convention adjourned, st a late liour,

until Tuesday morning at 8 o'elock, without
making any nominations.

Captain Tyler and guard arrived at Wash-
ingten City on the #3d ult. Wonder how
his accidency succeeded /in electioneering.
JURO}S

We would recommogd to our Representa~
tatives in lie Legislatgre, to have an
passed at thve present ion,;in some Wi
meodifying er rather eorfecting the abuses
 the jury service in oar Circuit Court.

the PllInut case; who hang about the Court
Housk for the purpose of recgiving the emol-
uments .ol jorore, sit en and decide nearly
every case, thus depriving the eitizen of a
trial by his peers. It is true an imglligent
and honest jury are sunmoned for each week,
but one has a sick wife, anothera child-hus
the whooping cough, and a third, probably,
is “‘considerably in the grass”—they are all
excueed “‘provided they will find a substi-
iute’; Ahis is readily done in the pergon above
mentioned, and (hus the trial by jury is sub-
verted. We would recommend that the law
proposed to be passed, authorize (for this
county) the summening'of double the num-
ber of jurors for each week that is now pro-
vided for by law; this, we understand, meets
the approbajien of the Judgs of thé District,
and will no doubt correet the pvil.

e e ————————
ANNUNCIATIONS.
For Sherif.

“‘We are anthorized to announce Jomx W.
Fuqua, ae a candidate for the office of Sheriff
of Yazoe csunty, at themext election.

For Probate Judge.

We are authorized to annogpce Tuowmas
AL S
November slection. i g
We g authorized to annennee Joir R.

RIS

Ricua Galade= cone
of Pl'ﬁbt!a'%:?ds. of ¥V for the affice

next November elcotion.

For Circuit Court Clerk.
We are autherized to announce E. W.
Wueress, as a candidate for the office of
Clerk of the Cireuit Court of Yazoo counly,
at the next Novembet election, :
We are'autherized to annctnce Fros
SrLapE as a candidate for re.election 1h§
office ot Clerk of the Cireuit Court of
county, at the next November slsction

&P m CM('_ ] .
f are u2sied o snneuncd Tronan'y.
w ,uI:qm date for the affice of 'r:x
Collector of Yazoe l'f! ¢next Now
vember election. e A
o Wﬁ {0 auNosnce Cuanies
“t"'l"u DRSO, a8 tt_g;h!lldﬂc for the office
o / aetlor o AZoo at'th
u‘xvt Navember bu:il::: : ““l‘"' - 5
e are auih anneunce. Joux P.
Brasiiy, as a candidate for the offics of Tax

BZ0O

o;borohﬂién.' .

¢ are authoriced 10 ann ‘M. €.

LW o e o

Collector, at the Rext November election.

'w . For Assessor: '
e are utherized te annaghe 5

Kzurron, as a candidate for -'th:w' =

fien
4.

Buxrer, as & candidaie
sessor of Yazoo ceunty, at

S e

-

8200 county, at the -

the matter now stands, a fewwneducatelf |
; . . "
men-whe do nothing and eannat utfderstand™

Cellector of Yazpo ceunty, at the ngxi Ne- -

Assessor of Yazoe vounsy, aig ot B of
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